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SuperficialOz5z nv aTIONs upon the 
Lord Bis RO Sof GLoucssTsR's 
Rational Account of the Sacra- 
ment of the Lonp's SUPPER. 


HE Name of the Lord Biſhop 
of Glouceſter 3 is ſo very reſpect- 
able in the Republic of Letters, 
that any Piece from him deſerves Atten- 
tion. But none having been paid to his 
Rational Account of the Lord's Supper, 
either by his Friends or his Adverſaries, 
the Author of the following Obfer- 
vations hopes not to incur his Dif- 
pleafure, as he has at leaſt the Merit of 
having waited for * * 
r hands. | 7 4 þo 
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So great a Name in the Title Page 
raiſed the Expectation of ſomething Neu, 
and ſo important a Subject raiſed the Ex- 
pectation of ſomething Intereſting. But the 
Piece was not New, being only the Am- 
plification of a Paſſage in the learned Cud- 
worth, and having before appeared in a 


Collection of Sermons, with which his 
Lordſhip favoured the Public ſome Years 


ago. 


However, if it be Intereſting , the 
Chriſtian World is obliged to his Lord- 
ſhip. The Learned World has been of- 
ten obliged to- him, and that I may not 
unfairly deprive him of the thanks of any 
good Chriſtian, I ſhall briefly compare 
his Account with that of the great Writer 

he oppoſes, 


He profeſſes to explain the Specific na- 
ture of the Lord's Supper and complains 


of the Author of the Plain Account, that 
2 | he 
* 2 
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he has explained only its Generic nature. 
According to the Plain Account, the 
Lord's Supper is a memorial of Chriſt's: 
Body broken and his Blood ſhed. This: 
the Biſhop calls the Generic nature of it, 

and tells us, that the Specific nature is, 4 
Feaſt upon a Sacrifice: 


In differing from ſo great a Maſter of 
Reaſoning, a very inferior Writer ſhould. 
proceed with the utmoſt Caution ; but I 
muſt humbly ſubmit it to him, whether, 
if the Specific nature, of the Lord's Supper 
be a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice, the Generic 
nature of it be not, a FeasT, or rather, 
whether a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice be not 
the Generic nature, and a Feaſt upon the 
Sacrifice f Chriſt's Death, the Specific 
nature of it; or if it be conſidered as a 
Memorial, whether a Memorial be not the 
Generic nature, and a Memorial of Chriſt's 


Death, the Spect 1 nature of it? 
B 2 8 But 
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But be that as it may, his Lordſhip 
cenſures the author of the Plain Account, 
for not attending to two things very eſ- 
ſential towards an exact Idea of that, 
which he calls the Specific nature, the 


State of Religion at the time, and the 
| particular Seaſon, when this Rite was in- 


ſtituted. The learned Writer,” ſays 
he, © of the Plain Account hath attempted 
"00 explain the nature and end of the 
<«« Sacrament of the Lord's Supper, with 
c as little regard to the Genius and Man- 
ce ners of Antiquity, as an Engliſh Law- 
ce yer would take of them, in his reading 
© upon a modern Act of Parliament. 


The Inſtances, by which this Charge 
is proved, are, firſt that he neglects to 
*« confider the Paſchal Supper, as the 
Occafion of the Lord's Supper, and, 
* fecondly, that he takes no notice of 
the Analogy, which this Inſtitution 
bs bears to the Jewiſh and Heathen 

cc Feaſts 


r 
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4 Feaſts upon Sacrifices; that he ex- 
© cludes the Idea of a Feafi after the Sa- 


„ crifice, and confines us to the notion of 
„ a mere Memorial. 


With reſpect to the former, if the Rea- 
der will be pleaſed to look into page 49. 
of the Plain Account, he will there find 
the following words; It is plain, that, 
« as the Lord's Supper itſelf anſwers to, 
« and takes its name from the PASCHAL 
„ SUPPER, ſo the Lord's Table anſwers to 
*© the Table, that was ſpread for the par- 
“taking of TAT Supper. That which 
* anſwers, in the Chriſtian Diſpenſati- 
* on, tothe Pasc HAL Lamb, (which was 
* an Euchariſtical, or Thanksgiving, 
*© Sacrifice offered to God) is Chriſt 
*© Himſelf, offered by himſelf upon the 
„ Croſs. Thus the Apoſtle ſays, Chriſt 
* our Paſſover, (i. e. Chriſt who in a 
{© figurative manner of ſpeaking, may be 
5 ſtiled our Paſchal Lamb) was (or has 

| been) 
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ec been) ſacrificed for Us, 1 Cor. v. 7. 
«© But the Paſchal Supper was diſtinct 
&« from the Sacrifice of the Lamb; and 
c after it. To this alone it is, that the 
© Lord's Supper anſwers; which was 
«© made to conſiſt in eating and drinking 
cc Bread and Wine, in Remembrance of 
ce that Offering once made by Chriſt, of 
„ which Offering itſelf it was impoſſible 
« for Chriſtians to eat. And conſe- 
* quently, as the Lord's Supper anſwers, 
& not to the Sacrifice of the Lamb, but 
* to the Comemmorative Supper cele- 
ce brated by the Jews after that Sacrifice 
5 ſo the Lord's Table does not come in 
*© the place of the Altar, on which the 
Lamb was ſacrificed, but of that Table, 
** upon which the Paſchal Supper was 
* put, in order to be eaten &c.” 


With reſpect to the ſecond Allegation, 
te that the Plain Account takes no notice 
** of the Analogy, which this Inſtituti- 


. On 


| 11 

ct on bears to the Jewiſh and Heathen 
« Feaſts upon Sacrifices; that he ex- 
e cludes the Idea of a Feaſt after the Sa- 
& crifice, and confines us to the notion 
© of a mere Memorial,” if the Reader 
will be pleaſed to look at page 172 of 
the Plain Account, he will there find the 
following words; 


*© The Sacrifices of the Mraelites, and 
* thoſe of the Heathens, to which 
« St. Paul alludes, 1 Cor. x. are conſi- 
«. dered by him only as Acts of Religious 
Honour paid by the Jews to the true 
% God; and by the Heathens to ſuppoſed 
* Imaginary Dæmons, in oppoſition to 
* the true God: as has been already 
© ſhewn at large page 35. &c. But the 
© Lord's Supper does not, in this Argu- 
ment, anſwer to theſe Sacrifices ; but 


to the FEASTHS made upon what had 
© been before Sacrificed.“ 


In 


E 

In order to inforce the Rational Ac- 
count as ſomething New, and ſomething 
very different from the Plain Account, as 
indeed it is in many reſpects, his Lord- 
ſhip after having ſtated the Doctrine of 
the Sacrament, as given by the Plain Ac- 
cbunt, that it was appointed to be the 
«© Memorial of Chriſt's Body broken, 
and of his Blood ſhed,” throughout re- 
preſents the Author of the Plain Account, 
as ſpeaking of the Lord's Supper, only as 
the Memorial of a dead Benefatfor ; and 
this ſeems ſo frequently repeated, as if it 
were meant to inculcate an Infinuation, 
that the plain Account was defigned, to 
give a lowering Idea both of Chriſt, and 
f this Chriſtian —_ 


Whether his Lordſhip meant fuch an 
Inſinvation or not, it may be of uſe to re- 
mind his Readers, that upon examining 
the Plain Account, they will find, that the 


Author ſpeaks of Chriſt, as our SAvIi- 
85 OUR, 
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ouk; and of this Rite, as a Memorial of 
him, as our RrpErurx; and that he 
derives the Benefits of this Rite to us, 
from the Confideration of its being a Me- 
morial of the Benefits of Chrift's Death. 


So far then his Lordſhip and the Plain 
Account ſeem to agree, and it appears dif- 
ficult to fix upon any Reaſon, but his 
Lordſhip's extreme Piety, for his Oppoſi · 
tion to .a Book, of which the Piety is 
Chriſtian and Rational. He acknowledges 
indeed the Learning and Temper of the 
great Writer he oppoſes, but one would 
imagine the Confeſſion hatſh att unna- 
tural to his Lordſhip, for he ſeems to ſof- 
ten it ſoon after, by charging bim with 
Art and Fallacy ; with Addreſs; with 
performing a Feat; with making St. Paul's 
Reaſoning conformable to his own Syſe 
tem, by the artful or accidental Subſtitus 
tion of one Term for another; and with 
perhaps impoſing upon himſelf, I ſay, 
+ C 4 not- 
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notwithſtanding theſe Charges, which per- 


haps ſlipped inadvertently from ſo great a 
Pen, it does not appear, that the Author 
of the Plain Account differs from the Rati- 
onal Account, with reſpect to the Specrfic 
Nature of the Lord's Su pper, and that 
being all, in which Chriſtians are con- 
cerned, as to the Theory of this Rite, it 
ſhould ſeem, that, as the Author of the 
Plain Account has treated much more fully 
of the Subject, than the Author of the 
| Rational Account, having conſidered it 
for many years, and not publiſhed his 
Thoughts till after very Mature Delibera- 
tion, it ſhould ſeem I ſay, that the Biſhop 
of Glouceſter's Rational Account will be not 
only of much leſs Uſe, than the Plain 
Account, but likewiſe much leſs valuable, 


than the many Works, with which his 


Lordſhip has entertained and inſtructed 
the Public, * | 


4K 
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It muſt be leſt to ſome abler Hand, to 
diſcuſs fully the critical Part of the Argu- 


ment, or to anſwer his Lordſhip's Doc- 


trine, concerning the Benefits of the Re- 
ceiver, better than it has been anſwered 
by the Book, againſt which he writes; 
but it may be proper to obſerve, that, if 
the Author of the Plain Account has not, 
throughout his Book, kept up the Idea 
of a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice, the Reader 
will find his Reaſon in his Introduction, 
where he profeſſes to have written the 
Book with a Deſign, to give as good In- 
ſtructions as he could, to honeſt and well 
diſpoſed Chriſtians, for the right per- 
formance of that Duty, and to lay down 
what he has to ſay, in ſo plain and intel- 
ligible a manner, that every Chriſtian; 
capable of thinking at all upon this Sub- 
ject, may be able immediately to ſee; 
whether it conveys to him the true Noti- 
ons of this Duty, as left us by Chriſt and 
his Apoſtles; and fo either receive it, or 

21 reject 
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reject it; as he ſhall find Cauſe. And in 
his Preface he ſays, that he publiſhes 


with the honeſt Deſign of infiruſting 
thoſe, _— 


| | This is the profefied Deſign of the 
AIR Account, and every part of the 
Book correſponds to this Deſign. 


The Criticiſm upon the Word Kean 
is not only intelligible, and adapted to 
the Senſe of the Context, but to the: Feel- 
ings of all good Chriſtians, that ever re- 
ceived the Lord's Supper. It requires 
Imagination and Force -of Invention to 
_ derive, from a ſingle Word, Beneftts, 
which no Chriſtian can fay he has truly 
received more from this, than from any 
other ſolemn Act of Religion, or from an 
uniform Courſe of Piety and Virtue. But 
without the help of Invention or Imagi- 
_— with only the 4 of a Lexicon, 

| and 
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and of the Connexion and Chain of the 
Apoſtle's Argument, there is no Diffi- 


culty in explaining Kowwnz in the ob- 


vious Senſe of joint-partałing, which 
being more intelligible to the Bulk 
of the Chriſtian World, than a Com- 
munication of Benefits peculiar to this 
Rite, and being more favourable to the 
uniform Piety and Virtue of Chriſtians, 
throughout their Lives, it behoved a 
Plain Account of the Lord's Supper to 
adopt that Senſe of the Word rather, than 
a more obſcure, a leſs authoriſed, and a 
more unintelligible one. 


If the RATIONAL AccounT was writs 
ten with a like Deſign to inſtru the 
Chriſtian World, which for the ſake of 
his Lordſhip we ſhould ſuppoſe, it ſeems 
not to correſpond to his pious Intention, 
at leaſt the Effect of it upon the Chriſtian 
World will not anſwer his Wiſhes, among 
other Reaſons for this, that a Feaſt upon a 

Sac i- 
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Sacrifice is an Idea, to which moſt Chriſ- 
tians are Strangers, and which no Chriſ- 
tian Teacher can well impreſs upon his 
Hearers, without leading them through a 
regular Courſe of antient Learning, and 
Wuſtrating it from his Lordſhip's Works. 


The early Chriſtians might be more 
fully poſſeſſed of the Idea of a Feaſt upon 
a Sacrifice, becaufe they lived nearer the 
time, and in the Country of Sacrifices. But 
they ſeem to have had much the ſame 
Idea of a FeasT, with many modern 
Chriſtians, and if they applied this Idea 
to, a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice, it miſled: the 
Corinthians into Exceſſes, very unbecom- 
ing a Chriſtian Rite, but not very incon- 
ſiſtent, either with the Nature of a Feaſt 
in general, or of a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice 
among the Jews or Heathens. 


Whereas 


1 

Whereas a Memorial of Chriſt's Death 
is plain and intelligible, and an Idea, 
which will be raiſed in the mind of every 
Chriſtian, who attends to the Words, the 
Occaſion, and the Deſign of the Inſtitu- 
tion, and, to borrow a very judicious 
Sentence from the Rational Account, 
* the Senſe, which is eaſieſt, and needs 


cc the feweſt words to explain, is the 
«© moſt likely to be the true.” 


But the Plain Account js further charg- 
ed with reſting upon the ſame F oundati- 
on, upon which a learned Popiſh Prelate 
reſts the Doctrine of Tranſubſtantiation. 
If the Doctrine of the Plain Account reſts 
upon a true Foundation, we are very 
little concerned, what Uſe a Popiſh Pre- 
late makes of that Foundation. The Doc- 
trine of Tranſubſtantiation being abſo- 
lutely falſe and ſelf-contradiftory, ſo ſub- 
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tle and able a Writer would doubtleſs 


omit no Chicanery in the Defence of it. 


But to ſhew, that they do not both 
reſt upon the fame Grounds, the Reader 
will be pleaſed to obſerve, that the Au- 
thor of the Plain Account treats the Sacra- 
ment as a Memorial, upon the Authority 
of Chriſt's Words at the Inſtitution, ** This 
« qd» in Remembrance of me.“ Where- 
as the Popiſh Biſhop omits thoſe Words 
in the Support of his Doctrine, perhaps 
knowing them to be, not only explana- 
tory of the Words 'This is my Body and 
ee this is my Blood,” but at the ſame time 
explanatory of the true Nature and End 


of the Lord's Supper. 


Upon the whole, it is much to be 
wiſhed, that his Lordſhip had not conſi- 
dered Dr. Cudworth as maintaining any 

A | thing 
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ming oppoſite to the Plain Account, but as 
maintaining a Doctrine very conſiſtent 
with it; for, Whenever he is at leiſure to 
look into Cudworth again, he will find 
that learned Writer not contradicting 
thoſe, who treat the Sacrament as a Me- 
morial of the Sacrifice of Chriſt's Death; 
but contradicting thoſe, who treat it as 
itfelf a Sacrifice ; and however a Memo- 
rial may appear to his Lordſhip to ap- 
proach to Tranſubſtantiation, that is, to 
10 Memorial, it is certain, that the Idea 
of a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice approaches 
' nearer towards converting this Chriſtian 
Rite into a Sacrifice, than the Idea of a 
bare Memorial of a Sacrifice, 


So that the Biſhop's Zeal, of which 
there is no room to doubt, ſeems to have 
led him into a Miſapplication of the Au- 
thority, to which he refers, and which 
he amplifies; into a Miſrepreſentation of 

D the 


the Book he oppoſes; ; and into a Pub- 


f 


[ 18 1 


lication of ſomething as New, which is 
5 NOT NEW. 


. The End he profeſſes is very worthy 
of him. He hopes, that, all his Argu- 
ment conſidered, we ſhall be able to re- 
gain a proper Veneration for this My- 
ſtery, and no aer proffitute it to o Civil 
Purpoſes. 


But what 3 is (PIES in this Piece more 
capable of ſecuring ſuch Veneration, than 
the Arguments contained in the Plain 
Account? Or how does it appear, that 
this holy Myſtery, if he chuſes to call it 
by ſo unintelligible a Name, is leſs vene- 
rated now, than it was before the Plain 
Account. was publiſhed. Declamatory 
Empirics may find it neceflary to repre- 
lent the World as worſe than it really is, 
by way Apology for Undertaking to-re- 


form 
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form it. But his Lordſhip's great Cha» 
rater needs: no ſuch Expedicnts to Uhr 
port his Importance. 


bi And how is the Proſtitution, af the Sar 
crament of the Lord's Supper to Civil 
Purpoſes more effectually obviated by the 
Rational Account, than by the Plain Ac- 
count? That , Chriſtian Rite is made uſe 
of as a Teſt of Men's Affection to the 
Religious. Conſtitution of this Country. 
Will any Man be more deterrred from 
the Proſtitution of it, by the Conſiderati- 
on, of its being a Feaſt upon a Sacrifice, 
and attended with Benefits, not expreſsly 
promiſed to the Obiervance of it, than by 
the Confideration of its being a Memorial 
of the Sacrifice of the Death of Chrift? 
Is not the Proſtitution. equal in either 
Caſe? And will the Biſhop undertake to 
produce. the Chriſtian, who will give 
ſuch a. Teſt, upon one Interpretation of 
| D 2 the 
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the Lord's Supper, and who would ſeru- 
ple to give it + Ts other? 2 
His Lordſhip is lo excellent a Writer, 
1 that even with theſe Exceptions he would 
be pleafing, if this Piece of his did not 
| labor under the further Exception, of 
being an Attack upon one of the Beſt and 
moſt Honeſt Writers in the - Proteſtant 
Church; and of One, whoſe Abilities 
þ and Integrity have been of the moſt Emi- 
1 nent Uſe, at a time, when our Religi- 
ous and Civil Libertics wanted ſuch: an 

il Advocate: 
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He is now enjoying the honorable 
: Tranquillity of a Great and Good Mind 
at the Eve of Live. It is cruel to attempt 
to diſturb him. Principles have their 
certain Times of Currency. This is the 
variable Condition of Mankind, that the 

Truth hath not always equal Weight. 
| $1 But 
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1 But if ever different Principles from thoſe; 
which he hath maintained, ſhould chance 
again to prevail, the Friends of true Reli 
gion and Liberty will have Reaſon t to ab 
d e e Tr n tit 


of In the mean time, it is to be regret- 
1d ted, that fo celebrated a. Writer, as the 


nt Lord Biſhop of Gloceſter, has broke 
es through the Reſpect due to the venerable 
f Age and unblemiſhed Character of this 
great Man. The Example may hereafter 
infect ſome ambitious turbulent Polemic 
Divine, who may find it expedient to at- 
tack the Principles, and, in his Zeal, for- 
get the Decency, with which ſo ſuperior a 
Character ought to be treated, even tho 
the Public ſhould have enjoyed the Be- 

nefit of his Principles too long, to retain 
a denſe of their Excellency ; far the Pub- 
lic will be inattentive and variable. even. 


In 
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in Matters the moſt ſerious and Interefi 
ing, and there will never be wanting 
Perſons, who from a perfect Indifference 
to all Principles, will be forward to adopt 
ſuch as they apprehend either are, ar 
probably will be in Vogue. 


r 


